GOOD MULTIPLE CHOICE CRITERIA: COMPARISON BETWEEN ENGLISH TEACHERS’ UNDERSTANDING AND TAXONOMY OF MULTIPLE-CHOICE ITEM-WRITING GUIDELINES by Nurhayati, Hani
Hani Nurhayati, 2017 
GOOD MULTIPLE CHOICE CRITERIA: COMPARISON BETWEEN ENGLISH TEACHERS’ UNDERSTANDING 
AND TAXONOMY OF MULTIPLE-CHOICE ITEM-WRITING GUIDELINES 
Universitas Pendidikan Indonesia | repository.upi.edu | perpustakaan.upi.edu 
TABLE OF CONTENT 
 
DECLARATION....…………………………………………………… i 
PREFACE …..………………………………………………………… ii 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT …………...………………………………. iii 
ABSTRACT …………………………………………………………... v 
TABLE OF CONTENT ……………………………………………… vi 
LIST OF FIGURES ………………………………………………….. x 
LIST OF TABLES …………………………………………………… xii 
LIST OF APPENDICES …………………………………………….. xii 
CHAPTER I INTRODUCTION ……………………………………. 1 
1.1 Background of the Research  …………………………………........ 1 
1.2 Research Question  ……………………………………………...... 2 
1.3 Purpose of the Research …………………………………………… 2 
1.4 Significance of the Research……………………………………….. 2 
1.5 Research Methodology ……………………………………………. 3 
1.5.1 Research Design ……………………………………………... 3 
1.5.2 Sample of the Research………………………………………. 3 
1.5.3 Data Collection ………………………………………………. 3 
1.5.4 Data Analysis ………………………………………………… 4 
1.6 Clarification of Terms ……………………………………………... 4 
1.6.1 Multiple choice items ………...……………………………… 4 
1.6.2 Teachers........... ………………………………………………. 4 
1.6.3. Taxonomy of Multiple-Choice Item-Writing Guidelines............ 5 
1.7 Organization of the Paper …………………………………………. 5 
CHAPTER II LITERARY REVIEW................. …………………. 7 
2.1 Multiple Choice Items ...……………………………………… 7 
2.1.1 Format of Multiple Choice Items ……… 8 
2.1.1.1 Conventional MC items …..…………………………... 9 
2.1.1.2 Alternate Choices.............................................................. 9 
Hani Nurhayati, 2017 
GOOD MULTIPLE CHOICE CRITERIA: COMPARISON BETWEEN ENGLISH TEACHERS’ UNDERSTANDING 
AND TAXONOMY OF MULTIPLE-CHOICE ITEM-WRITING GUIDELINES 
Universitas Pendidikan Indonesia | repository.upi.edu | perpustakaan.upi.edu 
2.1.1.3 True False.................... …..……………………………... 9 
2.1.1.4 Multiple Choice True False.................... …..………….... 10 
2.1.1.5 Matching..................... …..……………………………... 10 
2.1.1.6 Complex MC/ Type K.................... …..……………….... 10 
2.1.1.7 Context Dependent Item Set..........……………………... 10 
2.1.2 Part of Multiple Choice Items……….……….......................... 13 
    2.1.2.1 Stem.................................................................................... 13 
    2.1.2.2 Choices................................................................................ 14 
    2.1.2.1 Key....................................................................................... 14 
   2.2 Haladyna’s Taxonomy of Multiple-Choice Item-Writing  
Guidelines.................................................................................... 
14 
2.2.1 Taxonomy Categories................................................................ 13 
2.3 Other Multiple Choice Guidelines..................................................... 18 
 2.4 Related Studies.................................................................................. 21  
CHAPTER III RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ………………….. 22 
3.1 Research Design …………………………………………………... 22 
3.2 Sample of the Research …….……………………………………... 23 
3.3 Data Collection ……………………………………………………. 23 
3.3.1 Questionnaire ………..…………………………….................. 24 
3.4 Data Analysis ..……………………………………………………. 25 
CHAPTER IV FINDING AND DISCUSSION ..…………………… 26 
4.1 Findings ……….…………………………………………………... 26 
4.1.1 Finding on Content Concerns................................................... 27 
     4.2.2 Finding on Formatting Concerns............................................... 31 
     4.2.3 Finding on Style Concerns ………..…………………….... 33 
     4.2.4 Finding on Writing the Stem ………..……………………… 34 
4.2.5 Finding on Writing the Choices............................................. 36 
4.2 Discussion …….…………………………………………………... 42 
4.2.1 Independent Questions 44 
4.2.2 The Number of Choices 46 
4.2.3 Answer Clues 47 
Hani Nurhayati, 2017 
GOOD MULTIPLE CHOICE CRITERIA: COMPARISON BETWEEN ENGLISH TEACHERS’ UNDERSTANDING 
AND TAXONOMY OF MULTIPLE-CHOICE ITEM-WRITING GUIDELINES 
Universitas Pendidikan Indonesia | repository.upi.edu | perpustakaan.upi.edu 
CHAPTER V CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS ….……….. 48 
5.1 Conclusions …...…………………………………………………... 48 
5.2 Recommendations…………………………………………………. 50 
BIBLIOGRAPHY …………………………………………………... 51 
APPENDICES …………………...…………………………………… 55 
  
 
